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UNION DAY

~hich were trecedengt from Moscow
ng # "voluntary" associaticn of

et the same day. Poglrelyshev rafars ‘o 1hs

states wnose govereignty and egua. rights ara tiarantoed 1y tne Cialin Constitution.

The USSR, he says, is a uni-n of ataies but ales of necples, and {in this ressect

%t {a radically differant {rom oiher aszozintions walch are mrely asgresmsnto

entered into by government lrrvespactiivs of “he veople's desirss (pomime zhelarnis

narodov). Among the examples z{iad mre the British Commonwealth of Ketiorns which

18 meroly a "cover name® for the British :olonfal empire, the federstiive cysiem

of the Arwerican states which facilitates "the phwsical extermination” of the

Koo wse Indian minorities «nd tra French Union which hae vroduced unhesrd-of

beutialitdes tn Tunis ar? Merc o2 wnd the present "dirty wer™ (yryaznsra 7ioyna )
indc-Chlna.

In a PRAVDA ariinla of 70 Lecamher, excer-ip o

in

.
ment of the miltinatiorsl ¢tats, Poskrebyshev reveala, s ©
sfth the affficul: task of "el.m.nating" the friection anLng

- - .
7 oens conlrer ted

During the pericd betwesn 1415 eud 1936 which marked he [irst atmgo of devalip-
¢ ‘he diffarent
nationaliiies. The tendsncy the Bolshevik regime feil heir to wag toward riat amal
segregstion on tha part of +the ncn-Russian veoples. The Craat Russiane. .n “ia
ther hend. maintained s supsrcilious attitude toward their "foraigm" countryman
and aven held them ir cvontempt: "... distrust of ths Grea®t Rnsseian pacnla had
not yet disappesved, and centrifugal forces continus3d tc oparete™ (... ostatkl
nadoveria k velikorossam eshche ne ischezli, a tsentrevssnnie 8ily vse wshche
rrouolznall deistvovet). Daclaring that all that is now a matter of history and
thet all the Soviet peoples sre equal, Poskredyshev does not miss the opportunity
tc drive home the point that the attainment of nationsl equality, among many other
revolutionary achieveients, was carried out by the Grea® Russisn pecple through
the madiunm of the Communist Party. The first amcre equels (pervia sredi ravnykh),
the 3reat Busslan people alone, it is implied, ars responaidble fo. the uliimete
success of Sislin's nationelity policy, and the best ‘he olher nations can do is
btask in the Muscovites' glory. (Thet the Ukrainians are vory conscicus of thic
line has besn manifested on several previocus occasions. The atendard raference
to Russo-Ukrainlan "friondship®™ frequently contained in RADYANSKA UENHAIY: ax
quoted elsewhere In this report and in official sveeches is thet the Ukrainisi.
nation "prides itself" on the fact that it was the first to Join the Grest Rusgalians
alter the latter overthrew the czariat regime and made the advent of Bolghevism
posaible. It is pessidble that such professions of comparative inferiority aras
not prompte~ by horest conviction. The uniformity and the stereotyped phraseology
omployed to express the fawning adulation of the Gres* Russians suggest that the
"Farty 1ine" has a great deal to do with 1t.) The Sovis* *nion as now constituted,
acoording to tha suthor, is a family of nations held together by a single powerful
catalyst which i@ the Great Russian nation:

The Crest Russian people, the first among
equal Soviet peoples ss th~ mogt outstanding
nstion smong all the nations comprising the
Soviet Union, 18 the cemsniing force which
tinds the peoples in frierdship.

Ruasalnn text:

Velikly russkiy narod, perviy credi ravnykh
govetskikh narodov, kak na’*olayo vyldayushchayasya
natale 5 redl vsekh natsiy, vkhodysshehikh v
sovetakly Soyuz, yavlyzetsys toy tgementiruyushchel
filoy, kotorays skrep.yaot druzhbu narodov.

45 n sovarsion agtate, each Soviet repubiilc {s amaid to "enJoy extenaive rights"
\obledayst shirokiml pravemi) in the avhers of foroign affairs. Poskrsbyshev
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provides|no irnkiing as to the aemuve of those 'rights™ since any mention of', say,
the Uhnine g ané Relorussia's "righis" in the| United Nations, would not make
gnod prupaguﬂf‘a ir. the Ba:tic Svatae, Faceliiwtpn er elsevwhere.

Writing ch the same subjlect in [ZVEST7A (30 Decemher), Gorkin is somewhat more
moderate|in his reference to the Creat Russian pecple. It was thelr unstinted
twlp, hoi says, that enablad the buckward non-Russians to catch up with (dognat)
the advanced central Russiac State.

RADYANSKA URRAINA (31 Daceamber ) roviees Uk mnkan achievemsnts under the multi-
national getup for the past 3¢ years and atrassen the fact that it owes itg very
ex s iaT en to that Byaw* ~gn8 thea Crsat Russian people, ths imminstay of the

fran: - dl Canlly ¢ naticng.  m2 Usrainian republic, the rsper declaires, couvld nnt
nave teen savad trc.u immeriacisi inwesion had 1% not been s component nnd insepar-
able ;m-t of ths Soviev %aicn and o close to "the Russians:

‘ It is the grsat fortune of the Ukrainian
people that thsy were the firat to follow

| their sider brothers, the great Ruseian

f pecple, and to take the aoyiot path of

; develcpwent. It is a point of national

i pride of tha Ukrainian peo 1l ....

U‘krainiap version;

1 Velyke schastya uh‘ainakogB narodu v tomu,

; shcho vin pershiy slidom za svoim starshym

; bratom, rossiyskim narodom, stav na radyanskiy

i shlyakh rozvytlku. Toy fakt yo predmetom

i natsionaivoy gordosti uln*ainakogb narodu ....

|
insldae Ulraine: ldsological & Political Soft sLtsn Evidence of ideologica'l 9lack-
ness in the Ukraine has been noted in ecattereg regional refereoaces %o ihe tudlact
for Boma‘ time. The first Indication appeared in en unsigned PRAVDA articls on
28 Dec ember stating “hat serious shortcomings pad besn unesrthed in practically
&ve*ything from "undialectical™ university instruction to illegal machinations in
the retail trade outlets. On 3 January Kiev ..madcaat a langthy decision of the
Central Cbmnten of the Ukrainien Communist Party, based on a report by Melnikov

which had not been broadcast, "on measures for| dmprovement of ideological work in

the Ukreinian Party O'gan.zationa" The greater part of the decision deals with the
unhealthy ideologicel cximate produced by the Party’s "continuous under-estinmation
of the value of ideoclogiczal work"™ and politica‘l lightheartedness in general. The
Central Comittee points cut that the 19th Pari,y Cengre3s materials as well as
Stelin’s| speech snd his article on economic problems of Socialism in the USSR are
nct sufficiently popularized among the masses, and the result is that "large
segmen? s\ of the popumtlon" are nct familiar with them. Nor 1s the "leading role"
of “he Communist Party ia the life of the coun try smphasized atrongly enough,
it 4s Aieelmsedn

\

The ecme applies to the pmo‘blem of ... invio-
labiiity of the Len:ln—STaL‘m fr: -andamp of
nations in car country anq 30 the Leading role
of the Great Russian nati qn in the fraternal
femily of nations in the UFSR.

vy inian version: :
Tee samo vydnosytaye i do problem ... nerushimoy
Leninskoy-Stalinskoy druzhby narodiv v nashiy
‘krainil, providnol roiy valykogo rosslyskogo
narodu v braterakiy siuii rarodiv Soyuza RSR.
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The Partiy's supervision:of the daily and pericdical press, according to +the
dacision, is on the whole "bad,™ and the general ideological level of these
rublicatlions 18 "low." IMany of tha aowspapers, it is claimed, "do not contain
anylhing new and enlightening" and their language is "incomprohensible and
unpopular.” Among the publications so criticized are PRAVDA UKRAINY, SOVETSKAYA
UKRAINA, RADYANSKA OSVITA (a teachers' Journal), LNIPRO, ZHOVTEN and others. There
nag boen little in these papera about "Marxist Aesthetics" and "socialist reslism"
or indeed about anything uffscting the problems of social and political life.
These shortcomings are gaid to be further sggravated by the failure of the preas
to "expose" the hcstile !ideology of the Ukrainian bourgeois-nationalists, on the
ore hand. and to harp on the supariority of the socialist system over that of

cay iTLva, on the ether. There utes been very little emphacis on "American
tmo2otxinen &5 2 ... straoger o the freedom of nations." Taken to task also for
"srrors and perveorgions ioz‘ an objs2tivist 'and bourgeoie-naticnaliat nature {is the
Ukreinian Acadesy of Sciontez, tno institutes of econcnics, history, linguistics,
philosophy and literature as wcl: as "many departments' of sccial scisnces and
higher sducational establishimnis.

Tighter :ontrol of the press and intensified vigilance egainst any manifestation
of a hostile ideology head the 2ist of the 18 remedial measures offered by the
Central Committee to bridge the ideological gaps in the Republic's life. Point
four of the decision refiers to the "completely intolerable" politlical situation

in the Wostern provinces of the Ukraine, and says that the Central Committee hereby
"orders *the Party organs to dscisively emd this abnormal situation." Party
propagandists, 1ts poimted out, have not been sufficiently sggressive in apreading
Marxist dogme among the peopls: d1deological work must be "offensive and telli-
gerent” and concentrate fon the main target of attack, the agents of the Ukrainian
bourgecis-nationalists. | Party Committees, Communist and other officials are
frequently taken to task for the failure to "uncover end axpose® the bourgsois-
aationalis¥ Ukrainians who are invariably tranded as the "bitterest enemies"
(nayluteiahi vorogi) of the Ukraine.

The Ruagso-Ukrainian thems is discuassed, in context of linguistic similar: v end
closeness, in an artic.» by Lukyanenko carried by RADYANSKA UKRAINA on

27 December but not broadecast. Criticizing a recently published book on "Ruseian-
Ukrainian Parailels" (rosiysko-ukrainsky paraleli) by Chersdnichenkc, the author
warns against under-estiuating the precious similarity between the two langusges
and maxes the remark thai the tendency of the book is to emphasize the
digsimilerity wherev »r possible. Cherednichuenko, it is cleimed, shows a preference
for the typs of Ukrsaialan expressions that cannot be easily undersicod by Russians:

Wherever two Ukrainian variants are possible,

only one is indicated, amd the other which is mo
lesa legitimate but also coincidas with the Russian
is not given.

Ukrainian text: |
Tam,i de v ukrainskiy movi mozhlyvi va varienty,
vka.cuyetsya tilky odym, a drugiy, ne mensh
zakomiy, ale vidomly 1 v rosslyskoi movi, ne

podaystaya.

This temdency, suys Lukysnenko, reveals a 'fear or closeneas" (astrakh pered
blyzkiatyu), e fear “nduced by bourgeois nationelism, which should be liquidated
#ithout delay. A thorough rewriting of the book, which was published as a language
gtudy ald, 1s suggested as a preliminary step to that end.

ch:.'t.r.’-\). VAT
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'f._?,makh Party Affairs: Insinceriiy Toward Party & Staie! Disparaging comment on
onitical affsirs i the Kazakl: SOF 14 contained in a long PRAVDA article
{?5 Decomber) by the Espublia's Tavy boss Shayakhmwetov. One of the most common
forms of violaticn of Party and Stete discipline, he says, is concealing or
embeilishing the true state of affairs in iadustry, agriculture or within the Party
{tgelf. Theso are not isolatsd instances, it is admitted, sinve availlatle
evidents points to dishunesty on every level of the Party hisrarchy "beginning
with the Central Pariy Committse and ending with the primary organizations"
(nachinaya 8 TSKKP Kuzakhatanu i konchsya pervichnymi organizatsiami). Referring
16 what might be consirusd as "empirs building' within Farty and economic organiza-
+¥5n, Shayakhmetov i1nvaighs egainst the "lords® (velmozhi) who will do anything
T weay their ‘pragerves” [vitahluyl in taet. Some of the devicus mathode these
Of - iaig are 8aid t. be er<lisrine to keep the Party and the Govermment {rom knowing
whet 1: goirg on are ficwliicus production reports, inflated requlisitionz for
gov~vanont suwppliss, asnd ihe fcrmation of tight "family cliques" to fesilitate
sush lilegal astivities and leave the culprits unpunished: "iader such circumstances
svon moneet officials bocome corrupted" (v takikh sluchayakh dazrne khoroshie
cabotiniLi mechinevut poertitsys). In agriculture, for simmple, the practice of
fulfs.iing the plen on paper “i& faily popular” (rasprostraneno dovclao shiroko).
In indugtry, compliciiy bsiween management and Party officials makes large~scale
squandering of raw materials pcssible, and the "honest chatterboxes" (chestnie
toltuny) within the Party--who never mean what they say--are responsible for the
“moroid manifestetions” (bolezueanie yavlenia) in that organization.

L'Afiaixe Fodosevev and BOLSHEVIE: Criticism of the former chief editer of
BOLSHEVIK Fedoseyev 1s contsined in a PRAVDA article of 24 December over the
signaturs of Presidium member Suslov. Referring to the two articles Fedoseyev had
nublished in IZVESTIA on 12 end 2). December commeniing on Stalin's latest work,
~Zuglov declares that it is not what the suthor said but what he failed to say that
makes his sincerity doubtfui. He motes that although Fadoseysv bad been removed
*+ sm his BOLSHEVIK post three years earlier for unorihedox viess, there was no
“isa culps® in his ctherwize satiafactory articles. It is all very well for
Fodoseyev to admit that uotil recently "sn erroneous and un-Marxian covcentlom
(nepraviir os, nemarksistskoye predastavlenie) was popular ameng certain [hilu.ocphars
ard econnmisgts-~that 18 an honest appraisal of the situation. Suslov asks why na
cmittad  any mention of his own political sins which have Deen public knowledge

for severaul yeare. iHo had the opportunity to do so when writing for IZVESTIA, and
ris fallure to taxe advantage of 1t, according to Suslov, ralses some doubts about
hic preosent profegsions of Stalinist orthodoxy. Fedoseyev "had einned not a 1ittle"
(ne malo pogreshil) against the Party while editor -in-chief of its theoretical
journal, and his affinity for Voznesensky and his heretic views as expressed in

hia bosk "USSR's Wswrtime Economy During the Patrictic War" are kmown only too

wall.

Rovealed ip this cormection is an hitherto unpublishoed Central Committee decision
of 12 July 199, dismisaing Fedoseyev and the entire editorial college of
BOLSIEVIK for their “un-Marxist views" and replacing them by an entirely new seti
o pecpta. feveamled alsc is the hitherto unimown fact that the magazines

voenosy EZONOMIKY  Problems of Economy) and PLANCVOYE KHOZAISIVO (planned
vaongey s, Jude ixke BOLSHEVIK, "played an unsnviabla part! ( sygrali nezavidnuyu
sol) 1o ths ¢igsemination of allen subjectivist woncerpte on questions of political
wocnomy under Socialism, but no reference is muie tc the treatnent of taeir case.
T abovo-menticned decision, ineidentally, alao mentions Shepilov, formor head
of une Ag?tation and Propaganda Department end now FRAVDA's editor-in-chief,

»5 having Yeommitted a crude error” (sovershil grubuyu oshibku) by recomrending
uzaasensiky's bock su a textbook for Party secretsries and propagandiste.
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Fodoseyev's IZVESTIA articles, Suslov continues, would have been more valuable
hed they contained the required dose of the auther's gelf-criticism. But that was
conspicucusly missing and the reader "has a right” therefore to wonder wheiher L
®rat he said had been prompted by ar inner conviction or was merely a formal !
approach to the correct Marxist theses. One can't help wondering "whether the
author isn't being clever?” (ne khitrit 1i avtor?).

The official attitude toward actual or potential repentanta may ba inferred frcm
PRAVDA's editorial of 5 January dealing with Party and other sinners who are ‘
called to account for their misdeeds. Citing a few specific instances of Party:
and State discipline violation, the Paper says that too many offenders show an
enssiuess to confeas, and promise to do better next time, and too many Party ‘
orgenizations let them z¢* away with 1t. The Party, it 1ls suggested, must fight
them, not get into endless miguments with them or meke ineffective decisions, |

Punishment, according tc the paper, is a Preferable methcd of dealing with uffend-
irg bureaucrate and disecipline violatora. ‘

Among the othar topics discugsed during the period under raview are the selsct on
of wrong people to leadingz positions amd the gonersl "low level" of lscture \
propaganda. Following srs extracts from some of them in chronological order:

25 December--It appsars ihat discipline is lacking even among the Xomsomol "ak’cr{v-."
Thers is no deep sense of responsibility ... not intrequently unreliable :
individuales are placed in lsading Komsomol posts (MOLOT) ;

26 December--As a result of poor study of personnel ... hostile elements find ‘
their way in%to the Party ranks (CHERVONY PRAPOR); \

27 December--The oblaat publishing house is not striving to maintein a high lev}ol
of publication, 11 sometimes publishes books without the knowledge of the authors
(STALINGRADSKAYA PRAVDA); |

|
3 Jenuary--The ideological level of the lectures delivered by the Society (for +the

propagation of political and scientific knowledge) is low, and their comtent <= |
frequently not comnected with current affsirs (CHKALOVSKAYA KOMUNA ) ;

4 January--But the 1deological level of the work of many cultural and educational
institutions of our oblast is not equal to the new demeands (from Rostov); I

4 Januery--Training course for Propagandists are irregular in some rayons, and
their ideologicel level is not high -howaver, very little has been done 1in
this respect (VELIKOLUKSKAYA mvmi;

4 Jenuary-~It cannot be accepted as normal thet the RSFSR Ministry of Education |
and the Academy of Pedagogical Sciences have not yet published manumls on the
methods of teaching hietory, the Constituticn of the USSR and blology (PRAVDA).

UNCGLano VFLED
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